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m majority to accept, or itiuhL it bo the
tuj unanimous voice?
W-- Mr. Smith. A majority. Of course, only
tl' thoso who accept would be considered as
W In good standing in tho church.t' Mr. Tayler Exactly. Hns any rovela- -
Vjf tlon made by God to tho first president Ol

jSiji tho church and presented by him to the
ia church over been rejected 7

$J Mr. Smith. I do not know that It has;
J'l not thnt I know of
til Senator Hoar. That answor presents

procisolv tho question I put to you a little
while ago. "Not that I know of." you re-

plied. Do you know, as tho head of tho
church, what revelations to your prede-
cessors are binding upon the church?

Mr. Smith. I know, as I have stated,
that only those revelations which nro
submitted to the church and accepted byI the church arc binding upon them. J hat
I know.

Senator Hoar. Then tho counsel asked
vou If any revelation of tho head of tho
church had been rejected.

Mr. Smith. Not that I know of. I dp
not know of any that have been rejected.

Senator Hoar. Do you moan to reply
doubtfullv upon that question, whether
somo of the revelations are binding, and
some :iro not?

Mr. Smith. There may have been; I do
not know of any.

Senator Hoar. Thon that is not a mat-
ter in which you have an Inspired" knowl-
edge?

Mr. Smith. No, sir.
No Revelation Rejected.

The Chairman. But you do not know of
any instanco where tho revelation so Im-

parted to tho church has been rejected?
Mr. Smith. No, sir; not by tho whole

church. I know of instances In which
largo numbers of members of tho church
hav6 rejected the revelation, but not the
body of the church.

Senator Overman. What became of
those people who rejected it?

Mr. Smith. Sir?
Senator Overman. What became of tho

people who rejected tho dlvlno revelation;
wore they unchurched?

Mr. Smith. They unchurched them-
selves.

Senator Overman. Oh, yes. They were
outside tho pale of tho church then?

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir.
Unchurched by Not Believing.

Tho Chairman. They unchurched them-
selves by not behoving?

Mr. Smith. By not accepting.
Mr. Tayler. Then if you had a revela-

tion and presented It to your people, all
who did not accept It would thereby boI unchurched?

Mr. Smith. Not necessarily.
Mr. Tayler, Not necessarily?
Mr. Smith. No, sir.
Mr. Tayler. I should like, to havo you

distinguish between this nnswcrmd tho
one you Just gave.

Mr Smith. Our people arc given the
largest possible latitude for their convic-
tions, and If a man rejects a message that
I may Klvo to him but Is still moral and
believes in tho main principles of tho gos-p- tl

and desires to contlnuo in his mem-
bership in tho church, he Is permitted to
remain and ho Is not unchurched. It Is
only those who on rejecting a revelation
rebel against the church and withdraw
from the church at their own volition.

Senator Hoar: Mr. Smith, the revela-
tions given through you and your prede-
cessors have always been from God?

Mr. Smith. I believe so.
Senator Hoar. Very well. As I under-

stand, those persons who you say reject
ono of your revelations but still believe In
tho main principles of tho church aro at
liberty to remain in the church. Do I un-
derstand you to say that any revelation
coming from God to you is not one of the
main principles of the church? Docs not
tho person who rejects It reject the direct
authority of God?

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; no doubt he does.
Senator Hoar. And still he remains a

member of the church?
Mr Smith. Yes, sir.
Senator Hoar. In good standing if a

moral man?
Mr Smith. Yes, sir.
Senator Hoar. Although disobeying the

direct commandment of God?
Mr. Smith. Would you permit mo to

say a few words?
Senator Hoar. Certainly. We shall be

glad to hear you.
But Are They Free?

Mr Smith. I should like to say to tho
honorable gentlemen that tho members of
the Mormon church arc among the freest
and most Independent peoplo of all the
Christian denominations. They arc not all
united on every principle. Every man Is
entitled to his own opinion and his own
views and his own conceptions of right
and wrong so long aa they do not como
in conflict with the standard principles of
the church. If a man nssumes to deny
God and to become an Infidel we with-
draw fellowship from him. If a man com-
mits adultery we withdraw fellowship
from him. If men steal or Ho or bear
false witness against their neighbors or
violate the cardinal principles of the gos-
pel, we withdraw our fellowship. Tho
church withdraws Its fellowship from that
man and he ceases to bo a member of tho
church. But so long as a man or a wo-
man is honest and virtuous and believes
In God and has a little faith in the church
organization, fo long wo nurture and aid
that person to continue faithfully as a
member of the church, though he mav not
believe all that Is revealed.I I should like to say this to you, in point,
that a revelation on plural marriage la
contained in that book. It has been as-
certained by actual count that not more
than perhaps 3 or 4 per cent of the mem-
bership of tho Church of Jesus Christ of
Latter-da- y Saints ever entered Into thatprinciple. All the rest of the members
of the church abstained from that princi-
ple and did not enter Into It, and many
thousands of them never received it or
behaved it; but they were not cut off from
the church. They were not dlsfollow-shlppo- d

and they aro still members of the
church' that Is what I wish to say.

Senator Dubois. Did I understand you
to say that many thousands of themnever
marriage?

believed in tho doctrine of plural

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir-Se-

Dubois. You misunderstand
mo. I do not undcrtako to say that they
practiced It I accopt your statement on
that point. But do you mean to sav thatany member of tho Mormon church "in thopast or at tho present time Bays openly
that he does not believe in the principle ofplural marriages?

Mr. Smith. I know that there aro hun-
dreds, of my own knowledge, who say
they novcr did bellevo in it and novcr didrecolve It, and they aro members of thechurch In good fellowship. Only tho otherday I heard a man, prominent among us.a man of wealth, too, say that he had re-
ceived all the principles of Mormonismexcept plural marriage, and that ho nevor

B'?M myself hfeard him eay It within tho last'ill ,cn days.
1(11 Revelation Fqundation Stone,
It'll Senatr Hoar. Is tho doctrlno of thoI'M InHpiration of tho head of tho church andrevelations given to ono of tho fundn- -
IrtM mental or doctrines ofI fill Mormonism?
Wfl Tho principle of revelation

( Is a fundamental principle to the church.Bl B Sonator Hoar. I speak of tho roveln- -
II B t,0n8 Ven t0 tno head of tho church Isthat a. fundamental doctrine of Mormon- -

I I Mr. Smith. Yes, sir.
Senator Hoar. Docs or does not a p-eril! son who d0e3 not believe that a revela-- KI tlon K,ven through the head of the churchccnies from God reject a fundamentalof Mormonism?

i Mr. Smith. Ho does; always If tho rev-
olt lotion is a divine revelation from God.

j Sonator Hoar. It always is, is it not'It comes through tho head of the church"I Ir- - Smith. When it is divine. It alwav3
I Ih: when It is divine, most decidedly.

Bfll The Chairman. I do not quite undor- -
Bland that "when It is divine." You havoBlfl revelations, have you not?BIB Mr. Smith. I havo never pretended to,

B'iB nor do Profscs to havo received revela- -
Biffl Hons. I never said I hod a revelation cx- -
Blffl ceDt 80 far as God has 3hown to me thatIB Mormonism is Gcd'a dlvlnoIN ' truth; th?.t is all.I'll 'no Chairman. You say that was
BAB shown to you by God?H Mr. Smith. By Inspiration.
BUI Tno Chairman. How by inspiration:
BKB CoC9 11 cmo in tho shape of a vision?H Mr. Smith. "Tho thlrga of God know-Bf- ll

Gln no man but tne spirit of God"; and IB can not tcl1 anv rnoro than that I rc-li- H

coiyed that knowledge and that testimonyB by the spirit of God.
lB Mr. Tayler. You do not mean that you

BBH reached it by any process of reasoning orby an" other method by which you reachIjH

other conclusions In your mind, do you
Mr. Smith. Well, I have reached princi-

ples; that Ih, I havo beon contlrmcd In my
acceptance and knowledge of principles
that have been revealed to me, shown to
me. on which I wnB Ignorant before, by
reason and .'nets.

Mr. Taylor. I do not know that I un-
derstand your answor. Mr. Stenographer,
will you pleaso read it

What Counsel Was Seeking.
Senator Balloy. Boforo wo proceed any

further, I assurrte that nil these questions
connected with tho religious faith of tho
Mormon church aro to be shown subse-
quently to havo somo relation to civil af-
fairs. Unless that Is true 1 myself object
to going into tha religious opinions of
these people, I do not think Congress has
anything to do with that unless thelr re-
ligion conmcto itself in somo way with
tholr civil or political affalrn. Now, If
that Is true,'' If it is pi'oposcd to es-

tablish that later on, thon of courso It
Is entirely oortlncnt.

Senator Hoar. I suppose you will make
your statement with this qualification or
explanation, that unless whnt wo might
think merely civil or political they deem
rollglous matters.

Sonator Bailey. Then, of courso, it
would be a matter addressing Itself to
us with great force.

The Chairman. Tho chair supposed that
tills was preliminary.

Mr. Tayler. Undoubtedly.
Sonator Bnllcy 1 havo assumed that It

was and have said nothing up to this time.
But so far as concerns what thoy believe,
It does not concorn mo unless It relates to
their conduct m civil and political affairs.

Mr. Tayler. Undoubtedly, that is cor-
rect. Mr. Smith, In what dlfferont ways
did Joseph Smith, Jr . receive rovclatlons?

Mr. Smith. I do not know, sir; 1 was
not there.

Hns Faith in Prophet.
Mr. Taylor. Do you place any faith at

all in the account of Joseph Smith, Jr.,
as to how ho received thoao revelations?

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; I do.
Mr. Taylor. How docs he say ho got

them?
Mr. Smith. Ho docs not say.
Mr, Taylor. Ho docs not?
Mr. Smith. Only by tho spirit of God.
Mr. Tayler. Only by tho spirit of God?
Mr. Smith. Yes. sir.
Mr. Tayler. Did Joseph Smith over say

that God or an angel appeared to him in
fact?

Mr Smith. He did.
Mr. Tayler. That Is what I asked you a

moment ngo.
Mr. Smith. He did
Mr. Tayler. Did Joseph Smith contend

that always there way a visible appear-
ance of the Almighty or of nn angel?

Mr. Smith. No. sir, he did not.
Mr. Tayler. How otherwise did ho claim

to receive revelations?
Mr Smith. By the spirit of tho Lord.
Mr. Tayler. And In that way, such

ns you have received, you havo
hail them?

Mr. Smith. Yes. sir.
Mr. Tayler. Tho revelations concerning

plural marriages was received by Joseph
Smith?

Mr Smith. Yes, sir; It was.
Mr Tayler. And was published by him,

was It not
Mr. Smith, Yes, sir.
Mr. Tayler. To somo mcmbcrB of tho

church?
Mr. Smith. It was.
Tho Chairman. Mr. Tayler, If you will

pardon me. it la now about timo for tho
committco to take a recess, and we will
do so before you enter upon that branch
of the examination.

Mr. Tayler. It Is a good timo so far as
the examination Is concerned.

The Chairman. The committee will now
take a recess until 2 o'clock p. m.

Thereupon (at 11 o'clock and 45 minutes
a. m.) the committee took a recess until
2 o'clock p. m.

Revelations Submitted. Conference.
The committee reassembled at the ex-

piration of the recess.
The Chairman. You may resume tho

witness chair. MrSmlth.
Senator Hoar. Mr Chairman, before

Mr. Smith's examination proceeds I would
like to understand as we go along ono
statement which he made this morning.
I understood ypu to say, Mr. Smith, that
the revelations which came to the presi-
dent of the church, before they were es-
tablished as a part of tho faith of tho
church, were accepted or submitted to tho
vote of the entire church.

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir.
Senator Hoar. And that if It should

happen, as I understood you to state, thata majority rejected such a revelation, al-
though this never had happened and was
not likely in your Judgment to happen. In
that case It would not become a part of
the established faith?

Mr. Smith. Yes. sir. '
Senator Hoar. In counting that major-

ity, aro the votes of women counted, or
only the votes of men?

Mr. Smith. Women and men.
Senator Hoar. Both?
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir.
The Chairman. Mr. Tayler, you may

proceed.
As to, Plural Marriage.

Mr. Tayler. You were speaking Just be-
fore the recess. Mr. Smith, about the rev-
elation respecting plural marriages. This
revelation, which was given to Joseph
Smith In . was publicly promulgated
by Brlgham Young In 1S62?

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir.
Mr. Tayler. The Mormon peoplo were

then In Ltah: that Is, their headquarters
was In Utah?

Mr. Smith. Yea, sir.
Mr Taylor. And most of the Mormon

people wero there at that time, I nssume7
Mr. Smith No, I do not think so;

though they may have been. I could not
tell you as to that.

Mr. Tayler When did the practice oftaking plural wives begin, as a matter of
fact?

Mr. Smith. Thero were a few who re-
ceived the doetrino under tho direct teach-ing of Joseph Smith and entered Into It atthat time, before his death.

Mr. Taylor. And for the few years
which elapsed between his reception oftho revelation and the departure of thepeople of that church for Utah the prac-
tice was carried on to some extent, was
it not'

Mr. Smith. To a limited extent; yes,
clr.

Mr. Tayler. To a limited oxtont?
Mr. Smith. To a vory limited extent
Tho Chairman. What was the answor?Mr. Smith. To a limited extont.
Mr. Tayler. From the time you

reached Utah until 18C2 I believe it has al-ways been claimed, and I suspect tfjo factto be, that thore waa no local law control-ling tho subject of tho marriage relation?
iur niiiiui. one mam Know or.
Mr. Tayler. In 1S62 was passed the firstlaw making bigamy, or the taking of more

than ono wife, an offense
Mr. Smith Yea, sir.

Mormon View of Law.
Mr. Tayler. . I bellevo it was always

contended, or for many years contended,by the people and leaders of the Mormon
church that that law was unconstitutional,
as being an Infringement upon the right
of peoplo to worship God according to tho
dictates of their own consciences.

Mr. Smith. Our peoplo took the ground
that It was on unconatltutlonal law.

Mr. Tayler. And do you remember when
the Supreme court of tho United States
declared that law constitutional?

Mr. Smith, No; I could not tell you ex-
actly the date. 1 think It was somewhoro
In 1SS0.

Mr, Tayler. In 1S78, was it not?
Mr. Smith. Waa it in 1S7S? 1 could not

tell you. air, from memory.
Mr, Tayler. It was declared constitu-

tional In the Reynolds case, was It not?Mr. Smith. No, sir; il think t was ap-
pealed. That Is to say, tho Reynoldo casowas decided. I believe, by the Supremo
court of tho United States.

Mr. Tayler. Yco.
Mr. Smith. But that tho question of thelaw wa3 not decided until a later date Ismy understanding of 1L '
Mr. Tayler. You do not think, then,that the
Mr. Worthlngton. Mr. Chairman, why

should wo take up time in discussing whena decision of the Supremo court of thoUnltod States was rendered? That deci-
sion was .rendered In 1873 and did hold thelaw to be constitutional. What Is tho uso

.of taking up time with it?
Mr. Tayler It enables us to get alongvery much more easily and I am doing itIn tho interest of speed if wo understandthese historical facts. I am glad wo get Itfrom tho mouth of coubcI. anyhow. Didtho church accept that decision of

tho Supreme court as controlling their
conduct?

Mr Smith It in so on record,
Mr. Tayler. Did It?
Mr, Smith. I think It did, sir.
Mr Tayler That Is to say, no plural

marriages were solemnised In tho church
after October, 1S7S?

Mr. Smith. No; I can not nay ns to that,
Mr, Taylor. Well, if the church solemn-

ized marriages after that timo It did not
accept that decision an conclusive upon It,
did It?

Mr. Smith. I am not awaro that tho
church practiced polygnmy, or plural mar-
riages, at least, after the manifesto.

Mr. Tayler. Yes, I know; but that waa
a long, long time after that. 1 am speak-
ing now of 1878, when tho Supremo court
decided the law to be constitutional

--Mr. Smith. I will say this, Mr. Chair-
man, that I do not know of any marriages
occurring after that decision.

Senator Boverldgo. Mr Tayler. will you
permit mo to nak you to what point these
questions uro addressed what issue thoy
are to sustain? This deals with something
that occurred twenty years ago, apparent-
ly. I do not know what Issues have been
decided upon here, but I assume them to
bo whether Mr Smoot Is a polygumlat,
on the one hnnd, or whether he has taken
nn oath Inconsistent with his duty as a
Senator of the United States, or belongs
to an organization-Hopk- ins

Stands by Tayler.
Senator Hopkins. I do not think coun-

sel ought to be. required to disclose, whathis purpose Is, if ho can state to tho chairthat tho testimony Is for tho purpose ofsustaining his position here. It frequently
happens that a lawyer. In the examinationor a witness, takes a course to dovclop acertain fact that may not, to thoso un-
initiated, appear to be directly In point,
but when It is developed It discloses tho
reasonableness of tho entire examination.Sonator Bcverldge. It may be. Mr.
Chairman: but as far ao I, as a member
of the committee, am concerned, I lis-
tened vory ottcntlvnly to tho testimony,
and I have tho deslro and tho right to
know Just oxactly to what Isauo thesequestions are addressed, because, very
frankly. I do not seo the pertinence of
this question.

Mr Tayler Mr. Chairman, I can read-
ily understand that the Senator can not
sec the pertinence of It, in vlow of his
Interpretation of the purposo of this In-

quiry, for I havo stated hero moro than
once that I was not undertaking, and
should not undertake, so far as I was
concerned, to offer proof respecting the
polygamy of Reed Smoot, nor have 1 ever
Intimated that I was going to prove that
ho tool: any oath. I do not know any-
thing about that; but tho grounds upon
which I did place this Inquiry arc grounds
for tho establishment of which exactly
tho line of testimony which I am now
pursuing Is necessary- - Surely tho status
of Reed Smoot becauso It Is a personal
question, in the last analysis, ns respects
his right to bo a Sonator of tho United
Stales under a claim that he holds su-
preme alleglanco to tho sovereignty of
this Government. Is largely to bo deter-
mined by precisely what It Is, as exhibit-
ed by the law of the church of which ho
Is an orthodox member, he doclares he
must stand for. and which tho church,
through Its history, as exhibited by Its
acts, stands for. Wo cannot un-
derstand whether Mr Smoot's state-
ment Is to b" takon as really
expresslvo of his stato of mind or as In-
dicating a knowlcdgo upon Ills part of
what his renl obligation is to this church,
until wo havo really examined, not on the
surface, but In the depths, precisely what
tho. church and Its leadoro stand for; and
If Mr. Smoot wants to wholly differentiate
himself from his church and his people
and the doctrlno and life and living of
thoso people, then that Is for him to de-
termine, but I do assort, and that Is tho
heart of this thing, that he must do that
or else declare himself subject to this
church of which he Is a member.

Senator Bcverldge. 1 understand you to
state, then, that the history of tho church
discloses what Its real spirit and purpose
Is?

Mr. Taylor. Undoubtedly.
Senator Bcverldge. I havo no objection

to these questions whatever, but I waa
necessarily absent this morning part of
tho time and did not catch the pertinence
or drift of them except by the statement
you havo made.

Worthlngton Takes a Hand.
Mr. Worthlngton. This examination,

Mr. Chairman, Is directed to things as to
which the facts are admitted In the plead-
ings In this case, and I submit it Is almply
a waste of time. He is asking this wit-
ness about the decisions of tho Supremo
court of tho United States, which we law-
yers practically know by heart, and which
every member of the committee knows by
heart. Tho Suprome court of the United
States did, in 1S78, hold tho law constitu-
tional that a man's religious belief would
not bo a defense In a criminal action
against him for having two wlres. There
was a scries of decisions, all of which are
set forth In the printed papers here, the
last of which was In 1SS9, and it was deliv-
ered In 1S90; and in September, 1890, the
manifesto referred lo, which was what
purported to be a revelation from God to
tho Mormon people, was adopted by them
In conference assembled, and polygamy
was renounced; and afterwards, In 1S94.
the State was admitted Into tho Union
upon tho condition that thereafter polyg-
amy should not be practiced.

It does seem to me that wo aro taking
up time hero about matters which can
have no pertinency, and that wo ought to
como down at least to things that hap-
pened after the State was admitted to tho
Union. I havo made no objection. I havo
felt as tho Senator who asked these ques-
tions did, that nearly everything asked
hero Is Irrelevant, and that vory many of
tho questions which havo been asked are
questions that ought never to bo asked
of any man in any tribunal in this coun-
try. I nm not his counsel, however, and
ho does not refer to Reed Smoot; but if
I were on tho stand and asked as to com-
munications I had had from the Almighty
and what I believed of them, or thought
of them, I should take the Judgment of
tho court of last resort before I should
answer It. I submit ho ought not to bo
asked what his private bollefs and con-
victions are, as was suggested here by an-
other Senator who la not here today, be-

cause some Intimation was given that
that might havo an effect upon his busi-
ness.

Reed Smoot Is not charged with polyga-
my. Nobody has ever appeared to sus-
tain that charge If it is charged ho has
encouraged polygamy, or encouraged un-
lawful cohabitation In others, I submit
that Is tho thing to which we should
come.

The Chairman. I understand the Sona-
tor from Indiana withdraws hl3 objec-
tion?

Senator Bevoridge. I mado no objec-
tion, Mr. Chairman.

Tho Chairman. Or rather, no objection
waa mado

Senator Boverldgo. No objection was
made. I asked a atatoment of the point
to which theso questions wero addressed,
so that I could Intelligently understand
them.

The Chairman. Proceed, Mr. Tayler. as
rapidly as possible.

Senator Foraker. Let tho stonographor
read tho last answer.

Tho stenographer read as follows:
Mr. Smith. I will say thin. Mr. Chairman,

that I do not know of tiny marrlaec3 occur-
ring alter that decision.

Senator Foraker You mean plural
marrlagw, I suppose?

Mr, Smith. Yes, sir; that is what we
mean, plural marriages.

Fixing a Date.
Mr, Tayler. Mr. Smith, In order that I

may understand that last answer of
yours. I will aok you this: We have fixed
tho dato of this decision as tho fall of
187S; am I correct In my understanding
of your statemont that, eo far ns you aro
aware, no polygamous marriage has been
performed with the sanction of the church
sinco tho fall of 1S78?

Mr. Smith. No. sir; I do not wish to
bo understood that way. I said after-- Mr.

Tayler. What 1b tho fact?
Mr. Smith. What I wish to bo under-

stood as saying Is that I know of no mar-
riages occurring after tho final decision
of the Supremo court of tho United States
on that question, and it wns accepted by
our peoplo as tho decision of tho Supreme
court of the United States.

Mr. Tayler. Thon you do know of mar-
riages occurring after tho decision of 1S78
in tho Reynolds caso?

Mr, Smith. I think llkoly I do.
Tho Chairman. You mean, Mr. Taylor,

plural marriages?
Mr. Tayler. Of courao I refer to plural

marriages.

Mr. Smith Yes, sir.
Senator Foraker. What is tho date of

tho final decision, 1SS37
Mr Worthlngton. Tho final decision

was In 1S90.
Sonator Fornker. January, 1S00?
Mr. Worthlngton. No; I havo tho exact

dato here. It was May 15, ISM.
Mr. Tayler. I want to Interpolate here.

In regard lo final decision. Of courso there
was lots of litigation, but tho word "final"
has no significance at all. In 1S7S the Su-
premo Court of the United States declared
tho law-- Mr.

Smith. The law of 1SC2,

Mr. Tavler. Which mado plural mar-rlng-

unlawful conntltutlonnl In every
respect.

Senator Foraker. I understand; but tho
witness said he knew of no plural mar-
riages subsequent to the final decision and
the acceptance of It by his church.

Mr Smith. That Is right.
Senator Foraker. I only watited to know

the date of tho acceptance. Did that fol.
low Immediately after this decision of
May 19. 1S90?

Mr. Smith. Soon after.
Senator Foraker. Is that tho date you

refer to?
Mr. Smith. Tho Soptembcr following.

That Is the dato I refer to.
Senator Foraker. Pardon me for Inter-

rupting, Mr. Tayler; I waa not hero dur-
ing tho first few minutes of tho oxamlna
tlon and did not hear the questions.

Woodruff Manifesto.
Mr. Tayler. In 1SC0 what has boon called

tho manifesto of President Wllford Wood-
ruff was Issued. Is that right?

Mr. Smith. I think It Is right, sir. I
could not say positively from memory.

Mr. Tayler. That manifesto. I beUovo,
Is printed In this protest, or in tho answer,
Is It not?

Mr Worthlngton. What purports to be
a copy of It begins at page 17.

Senator Foraker. Tho date of that is
given hero as September 20, 1S90.

Mr. Tayler. Yes; I waa looking at tho
lnrguago of that manifesto, so far as It
affected this question of polygamy. I find
In that manifesto thcao word3:

Wo aro not tcnchlm polycamj-- or plural
marrliRc, nor pcnnlltlnr; any person to enter
Itn iimctlco.

Inasmuch nj? lp.wn Imvo been enncted by
Congress "forblddlnB plural mnrrlaijea. which
lawn havo been pronounced Conntltutlonol by
tho court of last resort, I horoby declnro my
Intention to nubmlt to thoso lawn and to
uso my Influence with tho members of tho
church over which I prcsldo to havo them do
likewise.

You recall the Issue of that manifesto?
Mr. Smith Yea. sir.
Mr. Tayler. And that was taken aa Im-

plying what?
Mr. Smllh. As Implying that plural mar-

riages would stop In tho church.
Is Vague Answer.

Senator Hoar. That Is rather a vaguo
question. You say, "That waa talten."
Taken by whom?

Mr. Smith. By the church.
Mr. Tayler. By tho people, of your

church and by your church. What waa
the answer?

Mr. Smith. I havo given tho answer.
Mr. Tayler. In tho prayer for amnesty

of December, 1691, which Is found on pago
IS, you and others signed that application
for amnesty, did you not?

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; wo did.
Mr Taylor. I merely want to call your

attention to the languago of this Injunc-
tion respecting polygamy, I read

Tho Chairman Where do you read
from?

Mr. Tayler. I read from about tho sov-en- th

paragraph, on page IS. of tho appli-
cation or prayer for amncaty;

Accordlnc to our creed, tho bend of tho
church recotves from timo to time revela-
tions for the rollglous culdanco of his peo-
ple. In September. 1800. tho present had of
tho church In antruloh and prayer iTled to
God for help for hla flock and rccclvml per-
mission to ndvlso tho members of tho Church
of Jesus Christ of Latter-da- y Satnln thai tho
law commanding polygamy was henceforth
suspended

The orthodox members of the Mormon
church had accepted the revelation of Jo-so-

Smith respecting plural marriages aa
laying clown a cardinal and fundamental
doctrlno of the church, had thoy not?

Mr Smith. Yes, air.
Senator Dubois. Not Joseph Smith?
Mr. Tayler. I mean Joseph Smith, Jr.
Mr. Smith. That Is right.
Mr. Tayler. And aa Is ofton atatcd In

these papers, plural marriages In conse-
quence of that had been entered Into?

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir.
Intent of Manifesto.

Mr. Tayler. This manifesto was Intend-
ed to reach through all tho world wher-
ever tho Mormon church operated, waa It
rot?

Mr, Smith. It Is so stated.
Mr. Tayler. It Is so stated?
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir.
Mr. Tayler. Well, where?
Mr. Smith. In the Investigation that fol-

lowed.
Mr Taylor. Then the fact Is
Mr. Smith Beforo the master In chan-

cery, I oupposi-- .

Mr. Worthlngton. Let him finish his an-
swer. Mr." Tayler.

Mr Tayler. It is not an answer to say
that It Is stated somewhere, unless it Is
ttatcd In somo document.

Mr Smith It Is stated In a document.
Mr. Tayler. Is that the fact?
Mr. Smith. Lot me hear your question.
Mr. Tayler. Thnt tho suspension of tho

law commanding polygamy operated
everywhere upon the Mormon people,
whether within tho United States or with-
out?

Mr. Smith. That is our understanding,
that it did.

Mr Tayler. Did this manifesto and the
plea for amnesty ntTect also tho continu-
ance of cohabitation between thoso who
had been previously married"'

Mr. Smith. It was so declared in tho
examination beforo the master In chan-cery.

Mr. Tayler. I am asking you.
Mr. Smith. Well, sir; I will have to re-

fresh my memory by the written word.
You have the written word there and thatstates the fact aa It existed.

Mr. Tayler. I want to ask you for your
answer to that questlo"n.

Mr. Smith. What is tho question?
Stenographer Heads Question.

Mr. Tayler. Tho stenographer will
read It.

The stenographer read aa follows-- .

Did this manifesto and the plon for am-nesty affect also tho contlnuanco of cohabi-
tation betwocn thoso who had been previously
married?

Mr. Smith. It was go understood
Mr. Tayler. And did you so undorstandit?
Mr. Smith. I understood it so; yes, Blr.
Mr. Tayler. Tho revelation which Wll-

ford Woodruff received, In conscquonco
of which the command to tako plural
wives was suspended, did not, as you
understand It, change tho divine vlow ofplural marriages, did it?

Mr. Smith. It did not change our be-
lief at all.

Mr. Tayler. It did not change vour bo-ll-

at all?
Mr. Smith. Not at all, sir.
Mr. Taylor. You continued to believo

that plural marriages wero right?
Mr Smith. Wo do. I do, at least I

do not answer for anybody else. I con-
tlnuo to believe aa I did beforo.

Mr Taylor. You stated what were the
etandard Inspired works of tho church,
and wo find in the book of doctrine and
covenants the revelation made to Joseph
Smith In 1SI3 respecting plural marriages.
Whora do we find the rovelntlon suspend-
ing the operation of that command?

Mr. Smith. Printed In our public works,
Mr Tayler. Printed in your public

works?
Mr, Smith. Printed in pamphlet form.

You have a pamphlet of It right there.
Manifesto Not Printed in Books.

Mr. Tayler. It Is not printed In your
work of Doctrine and Covenants?

Mr. Smith. No. sir; nor a great many
other revelations, cither.

Mr. Tayler Nor a great many other
revelations?

Mr. Smith. Yes. elr.
Mr, Tayler. How many revelations do

you suppose
Mr. Smith". I could not tell you how

many.
Mr. Tayler. But a great many?
Mr. Smith A great many.
Mr Taylor. Why havo they not been

printed In tho Book of Doctrine and Cove-
nants?

Mr, Smith. Becauso It ha not been
deemed necessary to publish or print
them. j

Mr Tnyicr. Aro they mattcis that
havo been proclaimed to tho poplo at
largo? j

Mr. Smith. No, sir; not In every In-

stance.
Mr. Taylor. Why not'
Mr. Smith. Well. 1 don't know why not.

It wns simply becauso they hnvo not
beon.

Mr. Tayler. Ia It becau thoy aro not
of general Interest, or that nil of the
people nocd to know of?

Mr. Smith. A great many of these rev-
elations aro local

Mr. Tayler. Local?
Mr. Smith In their nature. They apply

to local rnattoro
Mr. Taylor. Yes, exactly.
Mr. Smith. And theso. In many- - In-

stances, aro not Incorporated In tho gen-
eral revelations, and In the Book of Doc-
trine and Covenants

President Explains. 1

Mr. Tayler. For (instance, what do you
mean by local?

Mr. Smith. Matters that pertain to lo-

cal lnteroxts of tho church.
Mr Taylor. Of courso the law or reve-

lation suspending polygamy is a matter
that docs affect everybody in tho church.

Mr Smith. Yes.
Mr. Tnyicr. And you have sought to

Inform them all. but not by menns of
putting It within tho covers of ono of
your Inspired books?

Mr. SmltTi. Yes.
Mr. Tayler. Tho various revelations

thnt are published In the Book of Doc-
trlno and Covcnnnts covorod twenty-fiv- e
or thirty years, did they not?

Mr. Smith. Yea. sir.
Mr. Tayler. And as new rovclatlons

wero given they were ndded to tho body
of the .rovclatlons previously received?

Mr. Smith. From timo to time they
wore, but not nil.

Mr. Taylor. No; but I mean thoso that
are published In that book?

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir.
Mr. Tayler You have. I suppose, pub-

lished a great many editions of tho Book
of Doctrlno and Covenants?.

Mr. Smith. Yca sir.
Mr, Tayler And as recently ns 1903

you havo put out an edition of that
book?

Mr. Smith Woll. I can not say that
from memory.

Mr. Tayler. No; hut within tho last
yoar, or two, or throe?

Mr Smith. Yc3; I think, likely, It Iso.
"No Qualifications.

Mr. Tayler. As tho head of the church,
havo you given any Instruction to put
within that book of Doctrine and Cove-
nants any expression that tho revelation
of Joseph Smith has been qualified?

Mr. Smith. No, sir,
Mr. Taylor. Tho rovclatlon of Josoph

Smith respecting plural marriages re-

mains In the book?
Mr. Smith. Yc3, sir.
Mr. Tayler. And In tho last editions

Just as It did when first promulgated?
Mr. Smith. Yea, sir.
Mr. Tayler. And it remains now with-

out expurgation or note or anything to
show that It Is not now a valid law?

Mr. Smith. In the book?
Mr. Taylor. In the book; oxactly.
Mr Smith. Yea sir
Mr Tayler. And In connection with the

publication of tho revolatlon Itself.
Mr. Smith. But tho fact Is publicly and

universally known by tho people.
Tho Chairman. Thero Is ono thing I

do not understand that I want to ask
about. This manifesto suspending polyg-
amy, I understand, was a revelation and
a direction to tho church?

Mr. Smith. I understand It, Mr. Chair-
man, Just as It la stated thero by Presi-
dent Woodruff hlmaolf. President Wood-
ruff makes his own statement. I can not
add to nor tako anything from .that state-
ment.

Tho Chairman. Do you understand that
it was a revelation tho samo aa other
revelations'

Mr. Smith. T understand personally
that President Woodruff was Inspired to
put forth that manlfosto.

The Chairman, And In that sense it
waa a rovclatlon?

Mr. Smith Well, It was a revelation to
mo.

The Chairman. Yes.
Mr. Smith. Most emphatically.
Tho Chairman. Yes; and upon which

you roly. Thero Is another revelation di-
recting plural marriages, I believe, pre-
vious to that?

Mr. Smith. Yes.
Believes in Plural Marriages.

Tho Chairman. And I understand you
to say now that you believe in the former
rovclatlon directing plural marriages In
spite of this later revelation for a dis-
continuance?

Mr. Smith. That Is simply a mattor of
belief on my part. I can not help my
belief.

The Chairman. Yes; you adhcro to tho
original revelation and discard tho lat-
ter one.

Mr. Smith. I adhero to both. I adhoro
to the first in my belief. I bellevo that
tho principle Is as correct a prlnclplo to-
day as It waa then.

Tho Chairman. What principle?
Mr. Smith. The prlnclplo of plural mar-

riage. If I had not believed It, Mr. Chair-
man. I never would havo married more
than pno wife.

Tho Chairman. That Is all.
Senator Hoar. I understand that this

second revelation Is not a rovclatlon dis-
continuing polygamy, but that It la a rev-
elation that tho law commanding It is
suspended.

Mr. Smith. Is stopped.
Senator Hoar. That Is the samo thing.

Mr. Smith. The same thing.
Sonator Hoar. The word "susponded,"

I think. Is used.
Mr. Smith It Is used subsequently to

tho document Itself.
Senator Hoar. So that I understand. If

I get It right, that your attitude ia that
while It was originally a dlvlno com-
mand to practice It, and so of courso It
must bo a thing innocont and lawful and
proper In itself in tho naturo of things,
yet that tho obligation to do It as a dl-
vlno ordinance Is now discontinued, and
therefore, thero being no dlvjne command
to do It, your peoplo submit thomselvcs
to the civil law In that particular. Is that
your Idea?

Mr. Smith. That Is correct. Senator.
Figures About Polygamy.

Senator Foraker. I understood you to
say this morning that at all times prior
to any of theae decisions and prior to this
manifesto there was only a small por
cent of tho membership of tho church
that did In fact practlco polygamy.

Mr. Smith. Not to exceed 3 por cent.
Senator

Senator Foraker And that they wore
not required, and tho rovolation was not
construod to bo a requirement that every
member of tho Mormon church should
practlco plural marriago?

Mr. Smith. No, elr; It waa in tho na-
turo of permission rather than manda-
tory.

Senator Hopkins. That is tho way it
was originally, as you understand it?

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; that lo the original
revelation.

Signed Amnesty Plea.
Mr. Tayler. You have atatcd, as I re-

call It, that you were one of thoso who
signed tho plea for amnesty In 1S1.

Mr, Smith. That la corroct.
Mr. Tayler. With you were all of tho

leading officers of the church that Is to
say, the first presidency and tho twelve
apostles who wero In tho country or
available to sign that plea. Ia that cor-
rect?

Mr. Smith. Is the question that all who
wero available signed It?

Mr. Tayler. Yes.
Mr Smith. Yea, sir; I bellovo oo. I

think their names are thero.
Mr. Worthlngton. Arc you referring to

tho ploa of 1S91. Mr Taylor?
Mc. Tayler Yes: the plea of 1S9L They

aro not attached to the copy I havo be-

fore mc; that Is why I asked tho ques-
tion.

Mr. Van Cott, It Is on pago 18, Just
abovo the quotation.

Mr. Tayler. I think there was ono who
did not sign It, because ho waa absent

Senator Smoot. He signed it afterward,
Mr. Tayler.

Mr. Tavler. Thnt plea for amnesty, be-
sides pledging the abandonment of the
practlco of taking plural wlvos also
pledged the signers or that petition and
all others over whom they could exer-
cise any control to an obcdlonco of all
the lawa respecting the marriage rela-
tion?

Mr. Smith. Y'es, sir.
Knew Abraham H. Cannon.

Mr. Tayler. Did you know, in his life-
time, Abram IL or Abram M. Cannon7

Mr. Smith. Abraham H. Cannon I
know him welL

Mr, Tayler. What official position did
ho occupy?

Mr. Smith. Ho was ono of the twolvo.
Mr. Tayler. Waa ho a polygamlst?
Mr. Smith. I bellevo ho waa. I do not

know much about his family rolatlonB.
Mr Taylor You do not know whether

ho had moro than one wlfo or not?
Mr. Smith I could not say that I know

lhat ho had, but I bcllavo that ho had.
Mr. Worthlngton. At what timo nro

you speaking ofMr Tayler. During hla lifetime, of
courso,

Mr. Worthlngton. That would be high-
ly probable. The question ia whether it
was before or nfter tho manifesto.

Senator Fornkor. When did he die7
Mr. Tnyicr, He died In 1S9G, I bollove.

Did you know any of hla wlvos?
Mr. Smllh. I have known somo of them

by sight.
Mr. Tayler. Did you know Marian

Scolcs Cannon?
Mr. Smith. No, sir.

Knew Lillian Hamilton.
Mr. Taylor. I mean Lillian Hamlin. Did

you know her?
Mr- - Smith. I know her by sight; yes.
Mr. Taylor, Do you know her now?
Mr. Smith. Yes; 1 know her now.
Mr. Tayler. Was aho hla wife?
Mr. Smith. That la my understanding,

that sho was his wife.
Mr. Tayler. Do you know whon he

married her?
Mr. Smith. No, sir; I do not,
Mr. Tayler. Did you marry them?
Mr Smith. No air; I did not.
Mr. Tnyler How long did you know

hor?
Mr. Smith. My first acquaintance with

her wns In June. The first time I ever
saw hor waa in June, 3S96, I believe, aa
near as I can recall,

Mr. Taylor. What year. Mr. Smith?
Mr. Smith. In ISM. Somo timo in Juno,

1S90.

Mr Tayler. Where was sho living
then?

Mr. Smith. I am not awaro of where
she wa.i living. I think her homo wna In
Salt Lako City.

Mr. Taylor Is that whero sho was
when you became acquainted with her?

Mr. Smith. That Is whoro I first saw
hor. In Salt Lake City.

Mr. Tayler. Did you seo her after that?
Mr. Smith. Yes, sir.
Mr. Tayler. Whore?
Mr. Smith. I havo seen her a number

of tlmoa since, In Provo, In Salt Lake
City, and elsewhere.

Saw Her in California.
Mr. Taylor. You did not sco her In Cali-

fornia about that time?
Mr. Smith. I did. most distinctly.
Mr. Taylor. Where?
Mr. Smith. In Los Angeles.
Mr. Taylor. With whom was she there?
Mr. Smith. Sho was with Abraham

Cannon.
Mr. Tnyler. Was sho married to him

then?
Mr. Smith. That Is my understanding,

sir.
Mr. Taylor. Waa sho married to him

when you saw hor shortly boforc that?
Mr. Smith. That Is my belief. That Is,

I do not know anything about it, but that
is my belief, that she waa his wife.

Mr. Taylor. Your belief is that she waa
then hleAvIro. when? When you first oaw
her and knew her?

He Accompanied Cannon.
Mr. Smith. When I first saw'her. Tho

first time I over saw her, if tho chairman
will pormlt me to toll tho facts, waa somo
timo In June I do not rcmembor tho- date

1S96. I waa at that time president
of tho Sterling Mining and Milling com-
pany. At that, timo I waa not tho presi-
dent of so many Instltutlona aa I am now.
Abraham Cannon was the manager of
those mines. Wo had a gentleman em-
ployed by tho namo of Gillespie as fore-
man of the mines for a number of months,
but wo wero losing monoy and mattera
did not move satisfactorily, and Mr

mado a proposition to Mr. Can-
non to loaso the mines and mills
There were two p mills estab-
lished at tho mines. I was asked by tho
board of directors to accompany Abra-
ham H. Cannon to Los Angeles, where
wo met Mr. Glllesplo and entered Intoa contract with him to lease the minos
to him, and thero, ns tho president of thocompany. I had to sign a number of notes
and to sign a contract, ho being the man-ager. I accompanied Abraham H. Can-
non and his wlfo on that trip, and had
one of my wives with me on that trip.

Had Known Cannon for Tears.
Mr. Taylor. How Intimately had you

known Abraham H. Cannon before this?For years you had known him woll. hadyou?
Mr. Smith. I had known him a greatmany years.
Mr. Tayler. When did you first learn(hat Lillian Hamlin waa his wife?
Mr. Smith. Tho first that I suspectedanything of tho kind was on that trip,

because I never know tho lady before.
Mr. Taylor. Now, If Lillian Hamlin,

within a year or two years prior to Juno,
1S9G, waa nn unmarried woman, how
could sho be married to Abraham If. Can-
non or Abraham M. Cannon?

Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Chairman, we ob-
ject to tho assumption thnt Mr. Tavler
makes In that question. I think it is "im-
proper that ho should make any assump-
tion In putting tho question. I ask to
havo the question read.

Mr. Smith. I can say that I do not
know anything about It.

Mr Van CotL If ho knows nothing
about it, I expect that does away withtho objection.

Tayier's Pointed Questions.
Mr Taylor. Do you know that Lillian

Hamlin was not his wife In 192?
Mr. Smith. I do not know anything

nbout it, sir. I did not know tho ladv.and never heard of her at all until thattrip.
Mr. Tayler, Did you know that sho wasengaged to bo married to Abraham HCannon's brother?
Mr. Smith. No, sir; I did not know that.Mr. Tayler. Do you know Georgo Tens-dalo- ?

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir; I know Georgo
Tcasdalo.

Mr. Tayler. How long have you known
him?

Mr. Smith. I have known him over sinco
1SG3.

Mr. Tayler. He Is ono of the apostles?
Mr. Smith. Yes. sir.
Mr Tayler. How long has ho been ono

of them?
Mr. Smith. That I could not tell you

from momory.
Mr. Toiler. Woll. about how long?
Mr. Smith. I should think over twenty

yeara.
Mr Tayler. How often do the firstpresidency and the apoBtles meet7
Mr. Smith. Wo generally meet onco a

week.
Mr. Tayler. Was ho a pojygamiet?

Van Colt Objects.
Mr. Van Cott. Mr. Chairman, we object

to this question for tho reason that It Is
entirely immaterial and irrelevant in thoInquiry affecting Mr Smoot's right to boa Senator, aa to any offense that may
havo been committed by any other person.
Of courso this objoctlon wns one that wa3
mooted at the time of tho preliminary
matter. Our position was stated by us,
and as I remember at that time Mr. Tay-
lor stated his position. Thoro aro
soverai Senators around tho tablo at this
timo who were not present at that timo,
and In making- the objection I wish to
rofor Jbst briefly to tho mattor, so as to
bring tho history up to this timo.

Tho chairman at that time stated that
ho would like our vlowa on certain mat-
ters. Ono of them that was mooted and
discussed at somo little length waa
whother it was material to InqUIro Intoanything except what affected Reed
Smoot Reed Smoot la claiming his seat
ns United States Senator. If ho has com-
mitted uny offense, as polygamy, If ho
has takon any oath that is inconsistent
with good fellowship, of courso that can
bo Inquired Into; but It was claimed by
counsel for tho protestants at that time
that they would go into offenses thnt they
alleged had been committed by other per-
sons than Reed Smoot, and tho question
Ik whother lhat Is material. It was dis-
cussed at that time before somo of the
Senators present, but not decided. It be-
ing announced afterward, as I vndoratood.
thatthat mattor would be decided and
pasBcd upon when wo camo to tho Intro-
duction of testimony.

Salt Laker Warms Up.
At that time I mado tho statement, and

I repeat it, that If this wero in a court of
Justice to lntroduco teatlmony tending
to show that A, B and C wero guilty of

an offonso for the purcogo of ronviclMiTJB
Reed Smoot would not bo thought ofoffered by any attorney, and would ntSbo received by any court, because 1would bo opposed lo our fundamontaMsense of Justlco to lntroducotestimony or consider any such testlmonvll
in a court. As Sonator Hopklna T

that time. Oils Is not a court; hut ! knowM
there are many omlncnt lawyers herMwho arc Senators at this table and oAWthio committco listening to tho wimony. From my standpoint, I seedistinction aa to Its being in oXjMtlon to fundamental Justice totestimony aa to Tcasdalo, as to A?U1t4M
Cannon, and ns to A. B and C for thoWpurpose of affecting Rood Smoot than itSwould bo In a court of Juatlco. VISupnoso tltat tho testimony should bftK
Introduced and tho committco r!CIcolve it. that A. B and C havo Ylolatfedl
the. law of he marriago relation. WhonWit is received, nro you going to deny RceSSISmoot seat In tho United StatcH Senalon that proof? If you aro. thenmight aa well atop here, becauso theM
answer ndmlt3 that aomo people who vrorlWpolygnmlata boforo tho manifesto havailkept up their relations; that Is, tho rollation of living with moro than one wife!so that it is unnecessary to go on ifs all that is required on the othSB
hand, that class of testimony is not eolIng to deny Mr. Smoot a acat In tho 8en:'late, then It is Immaterial and irrelevantil
and should not be received here. Vm

Says Protest Is Academic. AM
The Senators will observo that wherfw

thoy pick ud this protost and roArrthrough all these charges, them is notBfrom cover to cover, ono chargo In it ax'Jmcept academic questions. Thoro Is nntono charge In It that tho voters in Utahlwero not free to vote as they pleased lThore s the acadoralc question whether1!theoretically tho church might nottlhavo controlled somo of thoso votes butlthero la no charge that tho church dlacontrol them or did attempt to controlthem. JJm
So, in tho samo way, when you lookthrough thoso charges, thero is not onaehargo nor ono hint nor ono inslnrfatlbn1that tho election of Reed Smoot to tha'Senato- of tho United States waa not thMresult of tho frco expression of votersiMIf that is true. It acorns to mo utterlyIllogical to say that this class of teatuMmony can go In unless tho committee- IsM

going to say that on that Reed Smoot Is Agoing to bo charged with and convictedof something that A. B and C have done,rl
Hoar Supposes a Case.

Senator Hoar. Supposo this wcra thrJcharge. I do not wish lo bo undorstoodnow, by putting a question, to mean that'a particular answer to It ought to ba'
made. I do It in order to bring a.matter to your attention Suppoao that'l'Mr. Smoot belonged to an associationcounterfeiters, I will not say Mr. SmifiBjl
particularly, but supposo somo otbflflmembor of tho Senate wero charged wlfBbelonging to an association of counter?
feitcrs and it wero proved that ho wa!one of a body of twelvo men, frequently"
meeting, certain to be very Intimate witlTeach other from tho naturo of their rela-- Tlion, all of whom except himself

belicvod that countorfoitlngrrvas'not only lawful, but. under cortaln clr?cumstanccs under which thov stood, waaiduty, and it wns Bought to bo proved!1
that all theso persons whose opinion, wayjof life, and practlco ho waa likely to'i
know continued In the practlco of counter-- ?felting down to tho present tlrao; wouldor would not that bo ono step In proofthat he himself thought counterfeiting
lawful, and. connected with other testftmony which might bo Introduced horc-- Jafter, that he practiced It? j

That last suggestion, however, wouldnot bo applicable to this caso, because'?
he distinctly disclaims that he Is a?
counterfeiter himself, but the point Ib
that It Is claimed, aa I understand, thatho belongs to an association which stillpractically, though covertly. Inculcates
and permits counterfeiting In people at)
largo. Without Intimating the leastopinion that this tact Is true. Is it not
view of the case which authorizes thopursuit of this branch of Inquiry as to
theso othor men? . m

Mr Van Cott. If J understand the quc
tlon of Senator Hoar correctly, the que?
Hon of practlco Is eliminated'' tSenator Hoar. Yes. . m

At this point the committee took a re?i
cess for ten minutes M.

After Recess. Jj
'The committee reassembled at the exrl
plratlon of tho recess.

The Chairman. Mr. Van Cott. In t

Just made, I think I cither
misunderstood you. or the statement is
not exactly accurate. You say m

Tho chairman at that tlrao stntcd that h?
would llko our viowa on corta'.n matlcriZ-- '

One of them that wan mooted cnil dlsciss,tt somo Utllo luncth was whether It nan'
material lo Inqulro Into anything excepl what:
affected Reed Smoot.

The chair did not make thai statement
but simply said

Tho chair will eay to counsel represent!!'
tho protestants and tho respondent that bt- -:

foro entering upon any Inquiry Into the
involved into this conlroveray

deemed expedient by tho commute to'
request tho protestants. by their attorneys,"
to appear and advlso tho committee In "jr
general way or tho testimony IntenJeJ loi
bo submitted In support of tho protest, on
any part thereof, and the lecal contomlcn
connected therowith. Jc

It was also deemed advisable that tho junior
Senator from Utnh (Mr. Smootj. by hlnwflfl
or lila attorney, should, it he eo dealrsd. td
vlso tho commlttoo what port of tho con?,
tontlon of tho protestants' counsel It was prBu
posed to controvert Such a course, It' vBebelieved, would huvo a tendency to define
issues and mark tho copo of tho Inquiry SM

The chair was not awaro that he lnvltedflj
attention lo any particular subject, bulM.
atatcd In a general wny that the counsolB
might outlino the bounds of the tcstl

f Hoar's Understanding. fji
Senator Hoar. I understood, Mr. Chair-- J

man, that tho conclusion reached by the--

committco was, stutcd briefly, that therftB
were two Issues stated by the protestants
and the respondent Ono wna wheth6r orJB
not Reed Smoot had practiced polygarajvM
and that, I understand, has been
abandoned. Therefore there Is only thejK
other one, which was whether or not, anJB
an official of tho Mormon church, hp tookjK
an oath or nn obligation that was su--

perlor, In his estimation and in Its Tt-J-

qulromonta upon him, to the oath or obf!K
ligation which ho must tako to qu6JIfy.J
aa a Senator. Thoso I understood to bejg
tho two issues, of which only the one hj)
remaining. E

Senator Dubois Mr. Chalrmap, I waaMBT
lo bear my testimony as to what PCtsM
curred. Both of thoso contentions w5rJ,
sot asldo entirely. It was not contended
that thoy should bo attempted to bflM
proven by the attorneys representing tajprotestants. Thoso two questions fcoiWK
entirely eliminated, the counsel for
protestants announced what ho would at--

tompt to provo, which la set forth '"p'tlproceedings of tho commlttoe, and on tnat
tho hearing was ordered. It was jSjBl
ordered at all either upon the charge tnat
Mr. Smoot waa a polygamlst or that B?
had takon an oath Incompatible with na-out-

aa a Senator. '"fW-Wha-

the Issue Is. jjmk

Senator Bevoridge, Then, just what .ta

tho Issua? ..7aSenator Duuola. If tho Senators haaMT
been at the meetings tlicyv would
known, but not having been at the mCCljM

Senator Foraker. I want to say tnat'lB
was called out of tho city and I was noj
present, and I was not present at "5tmeeting at which counsel mado the sW0?!!
meat to which tho Senator from ldanJ
refers. ",zBf

Sonator Dubois. The statemont of tn"B
Senator from Idaho will not be made DJMT
any Senator whb was at the mating-'JL- ,

Senator Foraker. I say I was not at ""BR
meeting. I understood that the commiiWE
reached tho conclusion T have stated aw
Iho meeting when I was present, i
not know that tho Issue waa j"c!"iBfl
changed. If it has Men changed, I 0UBP
like somebody to stato it. vSE!

Senator Boverldgo. So should I.
Mr. Tayler. Lot mc clear this away, Hflj

Chairman. niB
Sonator Foraker. I never knew "nJWJ

Mr. Tavler staled it a while ago JW
had abandoned tho Idea of prov ngsJWJ
Mr. Smoot had taken an obligation TBM
interfered with the obligation of his ouV

Mr Taylor. I cannot abandon '"twhich I novcr occupied or possessed. W
Senator Dubois. He never alleged K.

Senator Foraker. Bear with mo a mWJ
ute. Thoro will be plenty of time to JBB


